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REMARKS 

Presently, claims 1-6, 8-16 and 19-57 are pending in the application. Independent claims 
1 ,, 2, 21, 22, 26 and 29 have been amended; as a result, claims 1-6, 8-16 and 19-57 are still 
pending in this application. Favorable reexamination and reconsideration of the action mailed on 
May 2, 2007 is respectfully requested in view of the foregoing amendments and following 
comments of the Applicants, which are preceded by related comments of the Examiner in small 
bold type: 

Allowable Subject Matter 

Claims 4, 28, 31 are objected to as being dependent upon a rejected 
base claim, but would be allowable if rewritten in independent form 
including all of the limitations of the base claim and any intervening claims. 

The Applicant appreciates the Examiner indication that claims 4, 28 and 31 would be 
allowable if placed in independent form along with any respective intervening claims. 

Claim Rejections - 3$ (JSC 101 

Claims 1, 21-22, 25 rejected under 35 U.S.C. 101 because the 
claimed invention is directed to nonstatutory subject matter, All of the 
claims listed are directed to a method of associating a calendar entry with a 
digital image, however beside the associating step there is nothing else done 
with the image that is visible to the user, and thus the claim lacks a useful 
concrete and tangible result. 

Independent claims 1,21 and 22 have been amended such that the selected calendar entry 
and the digital image are automatically associated '"for -displaying a presentation of the time 
interval and the digital image" As such, the amended claims 1,21 and 22 respectively describe 
a computer-implemented method, a computer program product and a system that provide a 
practical application and a useful, concrete and tangible result. Since claim 25 depends upon 
amended independent claim 1, the Applicant submits that this claim also provides a practical 
application and a useful, concrete and tangible result. 



Claims 19-20, 23-24 rejected under 35 U.S.C. 101 because the 
claimed invention is directed to non-statutory subject matter. All of the 
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claims listed are directed towards clustering images into groups, however 
nothing is display unless an image from the group is selected, when a 
picture is not selected the claim just ends with the determining step, and 
thus the claim lacks a useful concrete and tangible result. 

Independent claims 19, 23 and 24 each describe, upon an image of a group being 
selected, other images of the group being displayed over a timeline that has a time scale that is 
determined for displaying the group. As such, independent claims 19, 23 and 24 respectively 
describe a method for displaying images, a computer program product and a system for 
displaying images that each provide a practical application and a useful, concrete and tangible 
result. Since claim 20 depends upon independent claim 19, the Applicant submits that this claim 
also provides a practical application and a useful, concrete and tangible result. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC§ 103 

Claims 1-3, 5-6, 8-16, 21-22, 25-55 are rejected under 35 U,S,C 
103(a) as being unpatentable over US 20020140820 (hereinafter Bord) in 
view of US 20050050043 (hereinafter Py). 

Amended independent claim 1 is directed to receiving user input defining a plurality of 
calendar entries where each calendar entry includes a time interval and a topic. Each calendar 
entry topic is specified by a rule. A digital image, which is associated with a time stamp, is 
identified. A calendar entry in the plurality of calendar entries is selected such that the selected 
calendar entry has a time interval that includes the timestamp of the image. The selected 
calendar entry is associated with the digital image. 

In a response filed on 13 February 2007 in reply to the office action mailed 13 November 
2006, the Applicant asserted that the portions of Borden relied upon by the Examiner did not 
disclose or suggest selecting a calendar entry in a plurality of calendar entries that are each 
associated with a topic and a time interval and where the selected calendar entry includes the 
time stamp of an image, as recited in amended claim 1. 

In the current action the Examiner responds from the bottom of page 12 to the top of page 
1 3 by asserting that paragraph 002 1 of Borden describes "specifies that albums can be sub- 
divided into groups based on content, name etc. Moreover the groups based on name, content, 



Applicant : Kenneth Rothmuller Attorney's Docket No.: 07844-627001 / P5 80 

Serial No. : 10/678,606 

Filed : October 3, 2003 

Page : 19 of 22 



etc. can also be arranged base on creation date. This gives the user a time interval and a topic 
associated with each group and individual image". 

However, Borden appears to be silent is regards to a topic of a calendar entry being 
specified by a rule, as required by amended independent claim I. Rather, Borden appears to 
describe associating digital image files with calendar dates. In this regard, Borden reads: 

Each of the digital image files obtained by the user has an associated date with it, which may be 
the file creation date or any other date associated with the file. The date may indicate, for example, 
the year, the decade, the month, the day, the hour, the minute, the second, a range of dates, the 
morning, the evening, and/or the afternoon. The digital image files are then associated with the 
corresponding date or date range of the particular calendar presented. In this manner, all of the 
digital image files are categorized, preferably in an automatic fashion, with the corresponding date 
or date range of the calendar. Accordingly, the user need merely select the desired date range, such 
as July 1997 when the user traveled to Paris, and the corresponding digital image files 16 will be 
presented to the user, Rescaling the date ranges results in regrouping of the files within the new 
date ranges. (Paragraph 0017) 

Thus, white Borden describes associating digital image files with calendar dates, the 
reference does not disclose or suggest a topic of a calendar entry being specified by a rule. 

Pyhalammi is not understood to remedy the foregoing deficiencies of Borden. In the 
current action, the Examiner cites paragraph 0055 of Pyhalammi to reject a claim (i.e., claim 8) 
that also includes subject matter associated with rules. However, the Applicant submits that 
similar to Borden, this cited portion of Pyhalammi is silent in regards to a topic of a calendar 
entry being specified by a rule. In particular, paragraph 0055 of Pyhalammi reads: 

FIGS, 14 and 1 5 show another embodiment of the invention wherein images are also 
organized and searchable based on geographic location. As shown in FIG. 14, each image for the 
user is also provided with geographic metadata. This metadata could, but need not necessarily, be 
the location in which the picture was taken. In other embodiments, this metadata could be added 
instead of (and not in addition to) the date and/or subject metadata. The geographic metadata could 
likewise be supplied in various manners. In one embodiment, the user would manually provide the 
information at the time of image creation, transfer or storage. In some embodiments, application 
soft ware operating upon a mobile device would suggest geographic information to the user based 
on calendar entries or other data contained in the mobile device. Geographic information would be 
obtained by the device based on identification of a base station with which the mobile device is in 
wireless communication. 
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While, Pyhalamrni appears to describe organizing images based upon geographic 
location, the reference does not disclose or suggest specifying a topic of a calendar entry with 
one or more rules. 

For at least these reasons, amended independent claim 1 is believed to be patentable over 
the combination of Borden and Pyhalamrni. Amended independent claims 2^ 21, 22, 26 and 29 
include limitations that are similar to those described above with respect to claim i . These 
claims are also believed to be allowable for at least the same reasons noted above. 

Each of the pending dependent claims are also believed to define patentable features of 
the invention. Each dependent claim partakes of the novelty of its corresponding independent 
claim and, as such, has not been addressed specifically herein. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

Claims 19, 20, 23 and 24 are rejected under 35 U.S*C. 102(e) as 
being anticipated by Bord 

In the response filed on 13 February 2007, the Applicant asserted that the portions of 
Borden relied upon by the Examiner did not disclose or suggest displaying other images in a 
group, in response to the selection of an image from the group . In the current action (on page 
14), the Examiner states that paragraph 0023 of Boren describes "'when an image in a group of 
images is selected other images from the group are displayed. . The Applicant disagrees with 
the Examiner's assertion. Rather, this cited portion of Borden describes providing a larger view 
of a selected digital image. In this regard, paragraphs 0022 and 0023 of Borden read: 

The display 12 may likewise include thumbnail views 60 of the digital image files within 
one or more selected date regions. This provides a convenient manner for inspection of the digital 
image files. Further, the display 12 may include a larger view 64 of a selected digital image file. 
This permits the user to more closely examine the contents of a particular digital image file. 

When the date ranges or other properties to the calendar 10 are determined or otherwise 
presented, the corresponding thumbnail images are automatically presented. In this manner, the 
thumbnail images reflect one or more of the currently displayed date ranges of the calendar or the 
selected date range. Further, the larger view 64 may likewise be dynamically updated or otherwise 
remain constant until another thumbnail view is selected. 
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Thus, Borden describes providing a larger view of a selected digital image and appears 
silent regarding, "when an image of a group is selected, displaying other images of the group../' 
as required by independent claim 19. 

For at least these reasons, independent claim 19 is believed to be patentable over the 
Borden. Independent claims 23 and 24 include limitations that are similar to those described 
above with respect to claim 1 9. These claims are also believed to be allowable for at least the 
same reasons noted above. 

Pending dependent claim 20 is also believed to define patentable features of the 
invention. Since claim 20 partakes of the novelty of the corresponding independent claim 19, the 
claim has not been addressed specifically herein. 

It is believed that al l of the pending claims have been addressed. However, the absence 
of a reply to a specific rejection, issue or comment does not signify agreement with or 
concession of that rejection, issue or comment. In addition, because the arguments made above 
may not be exhaustive, there may be reasons for patentability of any or all pending claims (or 
other claims) that have not been expressed. Finally, nothing in this paper should be construed as 
an intent to concede any issue with regard to any claim, except as specifically stated in this 
paper, and the amendment of any claim does not necessarily signify concession of 
unpatentability of the claim prior to its amendment. 

In view of the foregoing amendments and remarks, the Applicant respectfully submits 
that the application is in condition for allowance, and such action is respectfully requested at the 
Examiner's earliest convenience. 
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Please apply all charges or credits to Deposit Account No. 06-1050, referencing 
Attorney Docket No, 07S44-62700L 



Respectfully submitted, 



Date: 




Reg. No. 48,950 

Fish & Richardson P.C. 
Telephone: (617) 542-5070 
Facsimile: (617)542-8906 
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